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A prima facie car>»? of obvioujsness has'nol been presented for claim 14 for lack of 

. teaching ofcucl) and every clement oflhc claim. Specifically, neither Otaki nor Coales 

leach a mylal lie foil. A metallic foil, as commonly known, is an indopendc nt thin sheet of 

f»^)Jz«m^PXlmj^ metal lhal is scpiuale and distinct from the other layers (Application page 

7, lines 17-18), Claim H specifically claims a metallic foil layer Foils should not be 

, ^ con fused u'ith metallic layers that deposited on substrates, and which are not 
,1 * , 

Mulcpcndent or sclf-supporlinc;. 

Otaki te^?ehcs only a liologram, and therefore, docs not teach a metallic foil. Coates 
leaqhey metallic holosram^ comprising a thin layer of metal, which is always formed aiid 
Dmntjcd^<in a substrate (Abslract). I Jnlike the claimed foil» the metallic layer of Coates is 
. ' ; necessarily very thin and is ll«bricatod or deposited on a die or substralc which is then used 
for trantjfcrring purposes (See coL 2. lines 6-1 1), '1 he methods of Coates, such as vacuum 
mctal1i;^ation, sjMitLering and vacmim depositing the thin layer of metal, would no t create a 
M (coK 2, lines 6-7, 1 5-1 7, and 27*20). The metal layers of Coates are not layers of foil, 
i.e., rndcpcudcnl of tho other hiyers and scIF-supporting metal, but rather are alwa ys romied 
and mounted on a substrate (Abstract, and col 2, lines 8-10, 1 8-22, and 29-31). 

The Examiner nrgxies that there is nothing in Coates that suggests that the metal 
" layer of C^oaLcs is not solf-supporting alter il has been fonned. Respectfully, Applicant 
; disagrees with the Examiner on this point. Tlie fact that the nielal layer of Coates is 
' always funned and uiounted on a substrate is evidence that it is not_ind cpcndcnt froji i the 
' • • Rill25>irS;^!,^ ^'^<? <)lso evidence lhat it is cither too tl n'n or not c ohe sive enoimh to siipporL 
,U?eLfi ^^nd ihci^^by doc.s not quali fy iis a niclall ic foil. In addition, Coates expressly teaches 
extreme thinness of t1)c metal (vologram, and even slates that: 

*'['f.lbis Ihijmess i$ necessary. , . because the metal surface which was not in 
• ' contact with the die surface will ultimately be the rclloctive holographic 

, ; ' • surface; and i f the mcUU is much thicker, it will not adequately reproduce 
' ' ' . Ihe detailed topology of the holographic master from which the die was 

; , > ' fabricated.*' (col. 2, lines 42-49). 

. Contrary to Ihc lixnmincr's position, Applicant submits that ihe facts discussed above 
' ^ ; . : do sugges? Ih;it (ho mclallic layer of CA>ales is not self-supporting after it has been formed. 
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! . j T)]e Examiner nrgues that Coates is combined with Olaki to leach the use of a metallic 

holofiram layer aitd not to Icacli the thickness of the hologram layer. Regardless of the 
: ' \ . ■ . purpose in combination, neiilicr Cortes nor Otaki teach a metallic foil. To reilertitc, a 
I mm] foil is a layer tl)tit is independent and.self-supponjng. The procedures and metliods 

; ^ iHUght in CoiUcs ncccr>iiiirily prcveni fonnation of a metal or holographic layer that is cither 

. . jndiai&aclmiLoL?^ As such, Coates does not teach a metal foil. 

y As neither Coates nor Otak i Icagh a metallic foil layer, Ihey do not teach each and 

every elemeni either alone or in conibination. Therefore, withdrawal of the rejection is 
requested. 

. f . ' 4:.Jlllc _Rc[ection o f Claitns 36-4 8 over Otaki in view of Coates 

: ; A prima jack case of gbviousncss has not been presented for claims 36-48 for lack 

; . . of teaching each und every clement of the cimm, Spcci fically, neither Otaki nor Coates 

[ ; . tpachqs an ImMc-jVc^niclal lic lay er, as is required in independent claim 36. In fact, Otaki 
. ^ . docs not oven teach a rrietai hologram, as is acknowledged by the Examiner on Page 7 of 

: ; ; the March 1 8, 2008 Office Action, Accordingly, without a metal hologram, Otaki cannot 

; . possibly have mi linaj^rc free meta llic layer. 

' ( / / . Coaltjiidoc5 not n>ake up for this deficiency. The Examiner alleges that the 

i , ■ Tneiallic ]uy(;^A-ofCoalcs is not imaged or embossed at aiMimes. In respo 

' . submits thai Coates does teach a metallic layer, but the metallic layer of Coales is always a 
metallic holosnim. A hologram is generally known and accepted as a type ofimage, and 
; * . ; . thns by ils very nature a metallic hologram comprises ati image. JVloreover, Coates 
I ■ . • • expressly teaches an image rq^licatod into a metallic film (col. I , lines 31-32). Therefore, 
I ' • : \h(^ melallic layer of Coata'> i$ not ini aec-rree . 

In support of his argument (hat the jnetallic layer of Coales is image-free at times, 
I • ^. - the Examiner references col. 2, line,-^ SAS of Coates, which describe one method of 
fabricating tlie metal hologram. The method described is that of vacuun) depositing a 
• . mctid layer directly on the die, Dcs]>ite the Examiner's allegation that there is a point 
I ; • . " . during Ihis progass whcrcal tlic niefallic layer is not imaged or embossed, this physically 

■ ' . ' * ' cannot be Ihc ca$o in view of the following considerations. 

I >^:- ^ \ ' '•' 

I . 

I ' , ' 

I . • ' 
I . • 
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Coalas expressly torches in the summary and detailed description (col. 1 , line 55- 
col: 2, lini^4) thai the jnctallic reflecting hologram is preparcdby useof a djehaving a 
holo&raphio mv^i^c formed in the embossing surface thcrcx)f. lu all cmbodiraents taught in 
Coaic$, the die used in connection with preparing the metallic reflecting hologram 
comprises an imago thereon. The image is the result oCa "patJcm ofraised areas and 
valleys which arc a JiolograpJi of the object hcing holographed" (col. 1 , lines 67-68), Thus, 
thg die comprises an image Ihcrcon. At the moment tliat the metal layer is applied to the 
dic/wJiich ocoLU'S via vacimm deposition in the* embodiment ciled by the Examiner, the 
metn! layer lakes the holographic inmge of the die. As such, Coates does not teach any 
enibodiment wherein Ihc jnQtallic layer is not imaged or embossed. 

As neither Coates nor Otaki teach an image-free metallic layer, they do not teach 
each and every clement eitlier alone or in combination. Therefore, withdrawal of the 
rcjeclion is requested. 
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'[ ' D. C onclusjoj} 

, Appellanis icspcctrully Bubmit (hat the claims on appeal as set forth in the Appendix 
arc palcjilably dislijicf from tiie asijcjrted prior art references. Particularly, the present 
claims, arc not obvious over OJaki in view of Coales. TIic combination of Otaki and Coates 
(Iocs not leach cacli and every clement of the presently claimed invention within llic 
niciming of 35 U.S,C. § l[03(a). For Ihis reason. Appellants respectfully requests thai the 
iJoard of Appeals reverse Ihe rejection and remand the case to the Examiner for allowance. 

Dated this 4^^ day ofSeptcmber, 2008 
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